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The Lords This gave the House of Lords its opportunity. The Commons
?"* were more than lukewarm about the repeal of the " taxes on know-
ledge," as Mr. Gladstone grandiloquently termed them. The
Cabinet was notoriously divided on the subject.1 On May 5th the
Prime Minister spoke for forty-five minutes against the Paper Duties
Bill in the Cabinet. Two days later he wrote to the Queen to say
that if the House of Lords, encouraged by the narrow majority in the
Commons, were to throw out the Bill they would " perform a good
public service/' and " the Government might well submit to so
welcome a defeat75.2 However questionable Palmerston's ideas of
Cabinet loyalty, it is difficult, on the merits of the case, to disagree
with him. Plainly, his Chancellor of the Exchequer wanted to go
too fast. On May 21st the Lords rejected the Bill s by 193 to 104.
Palmerston was all for acquiescence. But he reckoned without his
fiery colleague. On May 26th and on June 30th Gladstone delivered
to the Cabinet two elaborate lectures on the constitutional aspects of
the case. " This proceeding of the Lords amounted/3 he affirmed,
" to the establishment of a revisory power over the House of Commons
in its most vital function, long declared4exclusively its own, and to
a divided responsibility in fixing the revenue and charge of the
country for the year.'* And he declared : a I for one am not willing
that the House of Commons should hold on sufferance in the nine-
teenth century what it won in the seventeenth, and confirmed and
enlarged in the eighteenth ".* Accordingly Palmerston was obliged
with very ill grace to submit, on July 6th, a series of resolutions to
the House of Commons* The first affirmed that ** the right of
granting aids and supplies to the Crown is in the Commons alone,
as an essential part of their constitution, and the limitation of all
such grants as to matter, manner, measure, and time is only in them ".
The second, while admitting that the Lords had sometimes exercised
the power of rejecting Bills relating to taxation by negativing the
whole, nevertheless affirmed that the exercise of that power " hath
not been frequent, and is justly regarded by this House with peculiar
jealousy as affecting the right of the Commons alone to grant supplies,
and to provide the ways and means for the service of the year ",
The third, grimly foreshadowing future action, stated " that to
guard for the future against an undue exercise of that power by the
Lords, and to secure to the Commons their rightful control over
taxation and supply, this House has, in its own hands, the power so
to impose and remit taxes, and to frame Bills of Supply that the
right of the Commons as to the matter, manner, measure, and time
may be maintained inviolate *'.
The Commons, of course, assented to these Resolutions, and, for
the moment, the excitement died down.
1 Cy. Morley, Gladstone. 30,                          * Afartin, Prince Contort, v. 100.
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